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ABSTRACT I

Based on a.1967 survey of Mexican American high.
school sophomores conducted in the "border region" of South Texas,
this 1973 follow7up study examined the extent to which: ('1)

historical changes had ocdurred'in the use of Spanish and English'by
Mexican American boys and-girls over the 6-yeat study period, and (2)

the variations dm.1973 language usage patterns by sex and situatiOnal
context were similar or different for oral- speech, writing, and
reading. The historical changes were examined in reference,to (1)
oral speech with parents in the home, with neighborhood frienils, and .
with school friends outside of class; and, (2) language utilized for
mass media such as, radio, newspaper, and magazines. In 1967,
interviews were conducted in 7-schools located in,the counties of
Dimmit, Mavericke Starr;, and Zapata. In 1973, 2 of the schools were
deleted frob the 1967 dati set due to lack .of cooperation. Both years'
identical questionnaires were given to all high school sophomores
4341 in 1967 and 379 in 1973) present on the day of the study. The
1973 questionnaire contained an extended section on language,
reading, and writing patterns. -Some findings were; females read more
magazines and newspapers in Spanish than males; and in 1973, boys
indicated use of Spanish more-frequently in all settings than girls,
and -for both, the frequency .of Spanish used 'decreased from the home
setting to the neighborhood, and then,to tft school setting. .(NQ)

, I . -.4

Documents acquired by ERIC include many informal unpublished materials not available 'from other sources. ERIC makes eve
effort to obtain the best copy - available. Nevertheless, items of marginal reproducibility are often encountered and this affects th
quality of the microfiche and hardcopy reprpductiofts ERIC makes available-icia the ERIC DoCument Reproduction Service (EDRS)
EDRS-is not tesponsible for the quality of the original document. Reproductions supplied by EDRS are the best that can be made fro
the original. -....



V

U S DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH.
'EDUCATION d WELFARE
NATIONAL INSTITUTE OF

EDUCATION

THIS DOCUMENT HAS BEEN REPRO.
DuCE0 EXACTLY AS RECEIVED FROM
THE PERSON OR ORGANIZATION ORIGIN.
ATING IT POINTS OF VIEW OR OPINIONS
STATED DO NOT NECESSARILY REPRE-
SENT OFFICIAL NATIONAL INSTITUTE OF
EDUCATION POSITION OR POLICY.

'0' n covo
OCT 23 W5 kr:::

NM S 11
765

. BILINGUAL PATTERNS OF NONMETROPOLITAN
MEXICAN.AMERICAN YOUTH: VARIATIONS

BY SOCIAL CONTEXT, LANGUAGE USE,
AND HISTORICAL CHANGE*

Victoria M. Patel a
Chabot College

WilliaM P.. Kuvlesky'
Texas ASM University

(With the assistance of Debrii Medina,
Research Assistant, TexisLA&M),

CO Paper presented at the annual meetings of the Rural Sociological
Society, Sap Francisco, August 21-24, 1975. This report contributes to© Texas Agriculture Experiment Station Project R-2811, "Development of

.,3.O.
Human Resource Potentials of Rural Youth in the South and.Their Patterns



ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS',..

A study involving two separat

involves a number of workers beiond those listed as author Of the report

-0/

of the data analysis. We wi/sh to acknowledge the assistance of a .number

of individuais inthe Rural Sociology Department at Texas AO University

involved in carrying out this study -- without their assistance this report

wouldnothav'e been possible.

Dave Wright and Rum lido Juarez were instrumental in stimulating

the initiation of our study of youth in Sout1 Texas and played important

contacts over six years obviously

rolesVatin.collectionand.roceSsing

/:

'finding Kandy Dowdell was responsj for
,

and as:assisted by,severaV gradua and undergraduate assistants--

in EScobedo, Esteba Salinas and ,,EVerardo Avila.. EstebatySalina

analy rting

carryihg out the 19 3 contact

8

also contributed' importantly the design of the 1973 instrument. uth

Gonzalez was responsible fOrillost of the initial data processing and
.

was assisted by Janet 0 n, .Marvin Bridges, and Angie Lindley. John

Womack proved comput r assistance and Stan Wilson helped us with APL

computer analysis. ur good and durabte secretaries provided the

.

typing required avMost stages. of the work"Bobbie George, Joan Teel,

Kathy Anders, a Sherry Haisler.

'Last but ertainly not least, our sincere-gratitude goes out to the

Prbncipals ard'seudents of the following Texas high schools: Zapata,

,

Roma-Los'S, era, Rio Grande City, San isidrio, and Asherton. Without

their ial cooperation, this study would "never have been done. We

hope A work serves their interests well.

/
6

3



THE PROBLEM

The research to be reported here builds upon and extends an earlier

study of Spanish -and English oral language patterns of Mexican American

youth carried out in 196 (Patella and Kuvlesicy, 1973) In 1973 we

designed a historical follow-up study to provide answers to two major

questions: Are the oral ptterns of Spanish vs. English usage of Mexican.

,American ydutb changing?_ Are-patterns of language.usage'for reading
,

'writing simittir 10 hose for.speechl As far as we know )ittle,if anything,

in the way of research findings has been reported with respect io.either'

questioh. At the same time, the increasing interest in bilingualism

among Mexican Americans and among educators cohcerned with Mexican American

youth provides a pressing need for such answers.

Our earlier study was limited solely to oral language' use over varying

social contexts--with parents, with friends in the neighborhood,. with

,friends in school (outside of class), andto mass [Ndia.language'usage-

radio and newspapers. The follow-up study provided us with an opport

to extend our view of,language usage to use of Eng.l,isah and Span,ish

reading and writing over various social contexts. Also, we'broad

our cciverage in 1973, over 1967, in severl, additional ways.:

the use of television to our mass media indicators, and we ad

bontexefor speaking, reading and writing riot used,in 1967-
.

use in school during classes. Obviously, the 1573 survey

fuller picture of English-%Spani,sh.patterns of language

Our specific research objective, for the analysis

here is to address these questions:

(1) Tomhat extent have historical changes occur
a

Spanish and-English by yexicen American hi
0



year study period in reference t9 the

speech with parents in the home,. with friends in

,he neighborhood, and with friends, in school outside

of/class.

(b). .Language utilized for mass media in reference to (1) radio

and (2) newspaper and magazines.

(2) To what extent are the variations in 1973 language_usage

patterns by sex and situational context similar, or different

for, each of three modes OA-language ue--oral speech; writing,

and reading?

m15
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REVIEW OF RELEVANT RESEARCH

in'our earlier report of the 1967 dat,we reviewed the case
x

date concerning language usage patterns of Mexican Ameripaatella

and Kuvlesky, 1973). Briefly, language usage was foUn&WM-anoney (1967)

to be directly related to urban, versus rural, residOnce, and to educa7

tion, American birth, income and occupational level Of household head,

and inversely correlated with age.' Skrabanek (1970), in the same South
.

Texas study, found. that Spanish was highly retained, and used far more

than. English by household heads\'n a Variety of settings, with radio

bs,i used equally it Spanish and English,,and Spanish television where

available. The findings for chflden were similar, except for the schoel

sett i g.

tr

Grebler; Moore and Guzman:970) found Spanish usage'to be directly

related to the proportion of Ijexican Americans,.in the neighborhood, and

,

inversely related to income. .Theqe researchers also found that Spanish

language radio was preferred over English in largely Mexican American

neighborhoods, .ragardless of income, and among the pOorer residents of

ro

mixed neighborhoods. Preference for Spanish televiSion was related to

low-income and:the predominance of Mexican Americans in the Qeighborhood.

It was also'observed that'the Spanish language press was not "a serious

competitdr for the English-language press."

,
Sex differentials were not. investigated in a y of the reported re-

search /reviewed above,.except for our 1967 study. \Since our earlier

report, we are aware of only two other research efforts into la guage

usage patterns of Mexican American youth: a study.,of Souther.

Colorado youth, done in 1969 and an El Paso stu0 carried out

by Venegas in 1973 (Kuvlesky, 1973). Venegas
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replicated. our 1967 instruments and- Operations and his findings generally.

indicated a strong comparability to those of our 196.7 investigation of

norimetopolitan Mexican American youth in South Texas (KuVlesky, 1973!"

11-15).
6 The findings frOm the Southern Colorado study were difficult

to compare with ours because of differences in instruments utilized;

however, it appearsthat Mexican Am can youth in Southern COlorado

utilized Spanish much less than the South Texas youth, we studied and'

the El Paso youth studied by Venegas (Kuvlesky, 1973: 13).

As far as we can determine, no published research results exist

pertaining to the question of whether use of Spanish Ts declining among

'Mexican American youth of any type. Certainly, leaders of the Chicano

movement over the last fewryears have shown concern about ,this, and have

o

strongly urged the need for Chicanos to use Spanish.

In summary, the scant amount of research reported in the past on

language usage patterns of Mexican American youth on' oral patterns and

,u4klization.of mass media indicates a high retention rate of Spanish,

particularly in Texas and among the poor. Also, evidence exists to in-

dicate that the frequency of Spanish use may vary by rural-urban resi-

dence, SES, sex statuS, age, nativity, and region of the country. These

statements should be viewed as p ropositionS to.be evaluated by.future

research and not empi4-icalgeneralizations due to the limited amount of

extant research and the difficulty in obtaining good comparability in

comparing findings across these studies as-a result of yariations in

time of study, research operations, and instruments.

10 7 o.
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CO.LECTION OF DATA

a

The an lysis reported here is.based on an ori inal survey of

Mexican Amer can high school sophomores carried odt in the "border

region" of So th Texas in'the Spring of 1967 and a restudy survey

completed in Spring of 1973.

The proces began in 1967 with the selection of four South Texas

counties adjacen to or in close proximity to the United States-Mexico
.

...border (Dimmii, M verick, Starr, and:Zapata) that exhibited the

'following characte istics: (1) location ik a rural and nonmetropolitan

"area, (2) a high f equency of family poverty and.(3) proportionately

high concentration 'Mexican Americans (Juarez and Kuvlesky, 1963:6).

In' 1$67 interviews w re ` conducted in seven schools located in-these .

cop ties. The 1973 fort could not enlist the cboperation of two of
,

these:schools, includi the only one in Maverick county, and these

schbols were deleted f & the 1967 data set for shis analysis (Kuviesky

and MOAk, 1975).

Extensive efforts Were made to duplicate the 1967 field procedures

he 1973 stody. All high school sophomores present on the day of the

study,were given question\aires and immediately assured of the confi-

dentiality of their, regpo ses. A trained graduate student read each
1).

item aloud giving the students enough time to complete their responses

fore p roceeding. The stionnaires distributed were identical with

P

respect tp the variables in olved in the historical analysis and in most

respects M'atella and\ICOVIesky, 1973). The 1'973 questionnaire
*

differed from the 1967 one M ihly in respect to~additional sets of items--

one of these *as the extende 94tion on language patterns, reading and,



to,

writing patterns of'SubjeCt (see APPENDIX A). No efforts. were-made tovo

contact those student not present the day of the interview. In 1967

about 85,percent of those reported to e enrolled were present and

completed the questionnaire and in 1973 thefigureiwas 80 percent.

The 1967 data netted 341 MeXican American respondents as compared

with 379 fOr the 1973' effort. ',Those students who did not identify

,
themselves as Mexican American were deleted from this analysis (See

APPENDIX B, Table 1)-. The surveyed- portions of the sophomore class

in the schdals involved in the study ranged from a low of 22 to a high

of 168 in the 1967 effort and from 25 to 181 in 1973.

1\

HISTORICAL CHANGE
A

Obviously any changes observed in the language patterns of the youth

studied could be influenced by, the patterns of historical change taking:

place in their communities, schools, and families. A description of such

patterns should have utility for interpretation of these findings.
1

The

general study area involved demonstrated the fallowing patterns of

historical change between 1960 and 1970°, according the U.S. Census data

(Kuvlesky and Monk, 1975): (1) an increase in an already proportionately

2
large majority of Mexican Americans;.-(2) general rise in level of

education and; (3) an apparent improvement of general dconomic conditions-

fewer families in poverty and fewer people working as unskilled laborers.
3

No dramatic-changes'. took place in reference to school facilities.

In general it can be presumed that the schools became a bit more crowded

and that some of them exhibited deteriorating physical facilities and

equipment.. A follow up prObe aimed at ascertaining the general availability
-t).

of Spanish language reading materials in the school and communities and
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41'

the attitudes of ,school administrators 'toward bilingual patterns-in the

schools was made by Michael Miller. .
Generally, it was observed that

little the way of written Spanish was in evidence in -the schools-
.

outside o.f what was used in formal Spanish cl*eS--or-in the communities

(i.e., newspapers or magazines). Also, it is 'Safe to conclude hat most

school administrators were not strongly encouraging bilingual patterns

and a few even felt that to do so would be harmful to the students.

Information obtained from the students indicate little change took

place in reference to the families of the respondents over the six year

study period. A slight indrease in parental education wa noted.

#

.there was a tendency for fewer, fathers to be gainfully erbployed in 1973

than in 1967 (Kuvlesky and Monk, 1975).5

1O10
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FINDINGS

The findings from the ana=lysis are presented in three parts. ,The

first section deals with the results of the Kistorical comparison of

data.collected from the 'same study area in 1967 and 1973.- The second'
v-

section presents the new data-, gathered only'in 1973, expanding the

examination of language use, in reading ar14 writing. The8thiFd section.

reports the new data concernifig the respondents'''perceptions of lan-
,

guage usage patterns of parents and friends. In all three parts,

Aang,page usage is examined by social context and sex. Chi Square tests

Were utilized tO.determtne the_statistical significance of differences

observed throughout tihe analysis.

-H1ST011iCAL.CHANGE, 1967-1973

Speaking Pat erns

Almost every Mexican American teenager involved in this study in
0

both 1967 and 1973 indicated they,coufd speak Spanish: only four in

, 1967 and half that number in 1973 indidated they could riot. Yet, as

4
we kmTOfrom ear,lier analysis of our 1967 data; the abi y-t speak

0

Spanish 'does not ensure it will be used,'or'&ed to the same ''xtent in .

all social settings. Our 1967' findings' in'djcated that in oral speech

boys used Spanish more often than girls and that the use of Spanish

declined rather markedly fol.- both in informal settings away from the

home
t,

(Patella and Kuvlesky, 1973). Have things changed since 1967?

re
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Language Use With Parent, (Table 1 and' Figure' 1)

In 1967, Mexican Ameican. boys-claimed to use Mos.cly-Sparlish
-

with their parents more often than girls, who tended,40 'claim equal

amounts of both English and Spanish. Only small proportions of either

males or females claimed using mostly English. In 1973, t4t

tern had not changed,significantly. The overall pattern Of strong

Spanish domintnce persbsted with males somewhat more Spa901,11 dominant

than females.

Language Use With Close Friiends In The Neighborhood (Table 2 and Figure 2)

\
In 1967, males claimed use of .mostly Spanish more often than fe-

k

males in talking with friends in thelneighborhood, .while females again

preferred "equal amounts ofboth.." '10 1973, females again reported be-
,

4

dominant than males. The difference between the'190ing less

4

and 1973 responses for feMales are statistically significant, but not

large enough to be sociologically meaningful. However, there is a'dis

ble pattern in the changes from 1967 to 1973 for'both males and

Spanish

%at

females the "both" category decreased while.the, mostly English and

mostly5Panish citegories'both increased.

0

Language Use With Close Friends, In School-Out Of Class (Table 3 andlagure
A o.

In .1967, males preferred the mostly Spanish category.si'gnificantly

more often tharrfemales, while the females more often chose the mostlA

English category. The two groups chose "both" at about the same rate.

In 1973, there were significant changes for both sexes. The males
,

continue to be more Spanish dominant than the females, bu t the preference

for-the mostly SpaniSh category has ir1treased sigrifkantly.for both

Q(112- "'
0
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Figure 1. A-Comparison of Language' Used with Parents'
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Figure A CoMparison of Language Used with Close Friends

in.SchOol (Out of Class) in 1967 and 19173, by Sex'.
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sexes, while°Che "both" category,haS decreased for males acid the

o

most.11 English category decreas d-for females
A

Use of ass Media

In 1967, about a fourth,9if the reSponden
/

it claimed to,listen m9stly

, /

or only to Spanish language' radio, and well over three fourths of both

'groups claimed to listen to at least some Spanish radio (Table 4 and

Figure 4): :There were no sex'differen es. /The 1973 data reveal no

notable change in these patternS.

L ' .

b to 1967, only very small propor iOns of either maleS or females
.1,

reported doihg Pmore Chap half or aJI" Hof their. newspaper and Magazine

r

I

readingjnSpantsh (Table 5\and Flgur However,ignificantly more

I.

males than females claimed .to read "none" Spanish,' and more females

than males-claimed "some" reading
'

in Spanish. 1973, these English
,

.dominan attecnS persist, a thOUgh.there is a significant decrease in
r

the prOor,tlon of females/ ho claim "none."

Patterns Acro,4 the Various Settings (Figure 6)

Th 196/ data indicated a consistent pattern, for both males. and

femal s, of substantial reduction in Spanish as the home setting

compared with the/neighborhood and the school. For instance, on thlird

as many spoke '
std Spaniih" with friends in school as with parent-S.

d the revers- was true for English. Irk 197), the patterned,decreaSe

Spanish irk! moving away fromL the home setting persists, though the

pattern is not quite as strong--about half as many speak "mostly Spanih"

with friends in school as with parents. Likewise the increase in Eng

lish persists, but is not quite. as strong.
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The-greater Spanish dominance of Males existed in all three of these

oral language Settings: However, the reverse is true for the Uge of
.

written )angugage2-in the case of reading of magazines.and newspapers,

females are more Spanish *iminant and males mbre'English dominant.

Males and. Females Compared .

A summary compari5on of findings on differences in these situation

al patterns by sex for 1967 and 1973 indicate clearly there was,nb

marked change.overthe six year period in this regard ,(Table 6), Males

indicated using. Spanish more ofteb than females in all'oral situations
,

and females indicated using Spanish in reading mass literature more

often than boys: No sex difference was observed in listening to radio

programs in Spanish.

,,Summary of Results on Change

A summary pr4sentation of our results of the analysis of historical-)

change generally indicate that little.changed in the bilingual language

pattetw, included (Table 7). Among the oral patterns the only change

noted was an increase for both boys and girls in use of Spanish with

friend in school (outside of class). The only other change was a

slight increase in reading of mass literature in Spanish. A look at

,..the actual percentage change in use of Spanish to any extent and use

of mostly Spanish for the two contacts gives a clearer picture of the

magnitude of changes taking place (Table 8). The.boys demonstrated

very little change in either regard except for.talkingwith friends in

school -in this case there was a dramatic increase of 26% using mostly

Spanish. The girls Amonstated a mOrduneven pattern of percentage

change. However, again the most marked'change was in reference to

) 0 2
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Table 7. aummary of Chi Square Results of Historical Change in Use of
Spanish vs. English by Sex: 1967-1973.

Language
Pattern

Differences, 1967-1975N
Males Females
Natdre Magn.. Nature diagnY

Speaking Spanish

Do you Speak Spanish >..8

With Parents .

:Friends --Neighborhood >,2,<.3 >.06<.07
School (Out of Class.). ,-<.001 >Sp?. Marked >.001; <.01 >Sp:- Slight

I "

Mass Media

Radio
Newspaper and

Magazines

>.7 >.9>

>Sp,.. Si fight

Table 8 SuMmary of Patterns
Spanish to Any Extent

of -Historical

and in
Change by Sex.intse

Using Mostly Spani&
of

1967 -1973.

Language
Percent Using SpaniSh

To Any Extent
Percent Using Only.

Spanrsh

Patterns 67 73 Changein % 67 '73 Change in
.ri

A. Boys

Rarents 95 90 -5 74 68 -6

Friends-Neighborhood 89. 87 -2 53 59 +6

School (Out of Class) 80 81 +1 29 55 +26

Radio * 34 . 79 -.5 7 3 +1

Newspaper and
Magazines * r 31 33 +2 1 3 +2

I 4

B. Girls
a

Parents 91 54 +3 41 45 +4'

Friends-Neighborhood 83 .74 --9 17 21 +4

School (Out of Class) 63 71 +8 7 18. +1"

Radio * 1 76 76. 0, 5 7 +2

Newspaper and
Magazine * 44 55 '+11 0 . 3 +3

* Figures represent proportions using only Spanish in these cases.

.)024
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talking with friends in schoOl--the percen
4

e more than do61310 (from

7 to Thw is the only case for the glrls where a Atstarttialhange

In use Of onlot-Spanish took pldc

j One cannof4ielp but observe the almoSi totally cdntistot patterned

.."-increase in,percentage change across all settings 'for both)00,and

iris in pre-dominant Use of Spanish (see Table
/
8).: Only in one case

,

was t ere a decrease lin percent predominantly usilf anishjor boys.

in,tpeaking0to parents.;
..-

11- -19737 STUDY:- MODES OF LANGUAGE USE

The great:majority f both Males'and feMales repOtied-in 1973 that

.%4 they speak, read and write Spanish. Nearly all speak it,l'with:de-

creFsing numbers claiming reading, and thenwriting skills, but the

proportion even in that ratter category is over

7
a whole (Tatile 9). Females claim to be able to read and write Spanish'-

:

more often than males.

75% for the sample as

More than half of the respondents havF taken a Spahishcourse An

school,-with no significant differencet betWeen Ales and females in

thit regard,(6ble 10).

Oa! Patterns

Oral patterns were treated aboye, in, comparison with data on the
4

same items from the 196W study. In 1973, boys indicated use Of Spanish
41/

more fsequently in all settings-than girls, and-for both, the frequency.

of Spanish used decreased from the home setting to the neighborhood,

and then to the schOol setting (see Tables 1; 2 and 3). One new

)0425
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Table 9 -A Nmparison,of Se %f- Indicated Ability 'to Use.Spanish in
Spidking,- Reading anct Writing by Sex, 1973.

.. ,r.

Use Of Spanish

Speaking
0

Reading".

Writing*

Male Female Total
t Indicating Use:Of Span-i.sh

98 100

80 88

132,

99

c, 84

Di
..

. .

!fference by sex a, re statistically significant 'at the .05 level of '

-P according to results of Chi,SqUare tests. (see APPENDIX 41; Table 2,
3:, and 4,-)

-
Table 10. HaVe'yoy Taken a Spanish Course in School?

Male Female Totaj
N :. t N , %

%

Yes 100 56 123 62 223 59

No 78 44 76 38 54 41

`178 100 199- 100

I.

377 , 100
Total,

4

No. Info

2 = 1.23 D.F. = 1

P = >.26,<.27

-23-
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*-
item on oral patterns was included in the 1973 study: language used in

° most clagses at school. -Consistent with the findings concernirig other.;

oral pattelrns, males were significantly more SpaniSh dominant than fe-

males, reporting use of "mostly Spanibh".in class five times' as often
A

as females (Table 11), But the group is, nonetheless, fairly English

dominant, with more than half indicating "mostly English," most of the

rest inclicatin6 "both," and only a smllpropOrtion incirdating "most-

ly Spanigh." Also,:it should be noted that the use of.mostly.Spanish

is the lowest in this settingthe only formal context of language use

1

studied. Only nine percent of the total sample used mostly Spanish

in' school cases. One might ask how they managed to do this?

'Rebding Patterns'(Tables 1Z, 13, 14, and 15)

Both males and females are highly English dominant in their read-

ing patterns, wiehithe proportion reporting "mostly English",rauying

from60, to, over 902 'across the three settings -at home, at school

outside class,.and at school in class. Only very small proportions claim'

"mostly Spanish" in any of the three settings- -never more than eight

percent. Male/female differences are statistically significant in

the latter two cases, but are in fact, too small to be of snciological

significari'ce.

Although less ,than half the responder-its were involvqd, English

dominated reading,Zion the jolA for those who had ever worked -- differences

by sex were not significant.
v

Writing Patterns (Tables 16, 17,. 18 arid 19)

Writing patterns parallel those for reading. Male/fe

)0427
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Table 11. Language Used in Speaking in Most'ClaSses in School by Sex, 1973

Language . Male Female Total
Pattern N % 17-4.7 N

Mostly English 78
.

45 112 56 190 51 .

MOstly Spanish 27 15 6 3 33 9

Both 69 40 82 41- 151 40

Total 174
b

100 . 200 ' 100 374 100

No Info. 3

x
2

= 18.85 D.F. = 2

P = <.001

11,

Table 12.- Language Used in Reading 'at Home by Sex.

Language Male Female Total
Pattern N N N

'Mostly English 97 65 101 56 -198 60

Mostly Spanish 4 '3 10 6 14 4

Both 47 32. 69 116 36

Total '148 100 180 100 328 100

No Info. 30 21 51

x2 = 3.74 D.F. = 2

P = >.10, <ft)

-25-
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PTable 13. Language Used in Reading in School, Outside of Clas., Sex.

Language
Pattern

Male
N

Female
N la

Total

Mostly English

Mostly Spanish

Both

Total

112 76

12 8

23 16

147 . 100

126

4

52

182

69 238 72

2 . 16 5

' 75 23

100 329 100

No Info. 31 19 ° 50

x2 = 12.45 D.F. 2

P = >.001,<.01

Table 14. Language Used in Reading in Class by Sex.

Language
Pattern

Male Female
N % N

Total

..

Mostly English 134 91 170 94 304 93

Mostly Spanish 6 4 ' 0 0 6 2

Both ,' 0 7 5 11 6 18 5

Total 147 ln0 181 100 328 100

No Info. 31 20 51

x
2
= 7.71 D.F. = 2

P = >.01,<.05

-26-



Table 15. .Language Used it Reading on Job for Those Ever Employed
by Sex.

Language
.Pattern

Males Females Total
TC1-7-7:7N

7r

Mostly English 60 64 56 "73 116 68

Mostly Spanish 9 9 4 5 13 8

Both 25 27 17 22 42 24

Total 94 100 77 100
.

171 100

No Info. 35 21 56

Never Employed 103 152

x
2

= 1.91 D.F. = 2

P = >.6,<.7

Table, 16 Language Used in Writing at Home by Sex.

Language
Pattern

Mostly English

Mostly Spanish .

Both

Total

No Info.

Male Female Tota :

N'

81 62 101 60 I82 61

18 14 15 9 33 11

32 24 52 31 84 28

131 100 168 100 299 100

33 80

x
2

= 2.7 D.F. = 2

dP = >.2, <.3

-27-
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Table 17. Language Used in Writing in School, Outside of Class by4Sex.

Language
Pattern

Male Female Total

N % N A.
.0 N

0,

V

Mostly Vnglish

Mostly Spanish

Both

Total

.

llik

IV

11

84

8

8,

139

3

27

82.

'16

249

13

38

83

4

13

131 10,0 169 100 300 No
,/

N9 Info. 47

2
x = 9.22

32

R.F. = 2

79

ti
P 1,..05

Table 18. Language Used in Writing in Class by Sex

Language
Pattern

Male Female Totbl
N % N % N %

Mostly English 126 96 158 94 0 284 95

Mostly Spanish 3 2 2 1 5 2

Both 2 2 9 5 11 3

Total 131 100.
/

169 100 300 100
4

It 0

No Info 47 32 79

.x2 = 3.5 = 2

P = .01 ,fl.c.05

-28-
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Table 19. Language Used in Writing on Job by Sex

Language
Pattern

Male Female Total
ff

N %

Mostly English

Most4 Spanish

Both

Total

a

66

5

12

80

.6

14

,;55

1

6

89

1

10

121

6

18

84

4

12

I°

83 100 62 100 145 100

No Info

Never Employed

49'

46 36

34

,,,105 : 63

83

151 51

X
2
= 2.68 D.F. = 2

P ;= ,.26,<.27

Table 20. HOW Many TV Programs youWateh are in. Spanish?

:.

Spanish rrograms.
Matched,

Male Female Total 4

No % No No

None
, /

59 33 66 33 125 33

Some 92 52 103 51 195 51

More than 1/2 20 11 18 9 38 10

AU 7 4 14 7 21 .,;

Total 178 100 201 100 379 100

2
X ,= 2.06 D.F. = 3

-29-
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dilIerences art significant in only the t
p

school-outside class case," and even there.still.loo small tO- be mean-

ingful The "mostly English(' category is claimedsby over 60% of the

respondents for writing at home,,83% for school outside class,.84% for

on the job and 95% tor, school in clasS.. So writing patterns are clear-

ly English dominant. The proportions reporting "mostly Spanish!,' are

higher than for reading, but still never exceed fourteen percent.

Mass Media Use (Table 20)

Radio use, and reading of magazines and newspapecs in Spanish

were treated above in the historical comparison. Although radio listen-

ing patterns are'Ehglish dominant, most respondents listened to some

radio in Spanish. The same pattern exists for reading, but females
fr

in this case are significantly more Spanish dominant than males.
4

Relative to watching of TV in Spanish, there are no male/female dif-

ferences. About half of both groups indicate watching at least some

TV ir? Spanish, and if the "more than half" and "all" categories are

added to that, two-thirds of the.sample watch some TV in Spanish. This

approaches closely what was observed for listening tO Spanish langugage

,eadio programs (see Table 4).

Summary of Findings 1973 Study
0

Sex Differences (Table 2l)

The most widespread and most substantial differences i language

patterns between the Mexican Americait boys and girls studied were in

reference to oral patterns- -males indicated more frequent use of.Span-

ish in all settings in 1973. . In reference to reading and writing, males

1) 0 X3
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Table 21. Summary of Sex Differences in Frequency of Use of Spanish
in.Speaking, Reading, and Writing in. Different Social Contexts, 1973,

O

Language Pattern

Speaking Spanish

Do you speak Spanish >.20,<.30

Sex Differences

Nature of Diff.t Magnit.

None None

tith Parents <.001 M>F Marked

Nejghborhood Friends <.001 M>F Marked,
. '.School (Out of ClasS) . <.001 M>F Marked

School Classes <001 M>F Slight

Reading Spanish

Can you read Spanish .01,<.05 M<F Slight
,

At Home .10,<.20 .M<F Slight

tri Class .01,<5 M>F Very slight

School (out of class) >.001,<.01 M<F. Slight

On the Job >6 None None

Writing Spanish

Can vu write Spanish >.001,<4,01

At Home
In Class
School (out of Clash)
On the Job

j

Mass Media-Spanish

Radio
T.V.
Magazines

M<F Slight

None Nou

>10.<./0 None None

M<F Very slight

>.20,<.30 M >F Very slight-
.

>.80 None . None

>;50 None . None

<.001 M<F , Marked

/

Use of Spanish

d'

-317
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and females differed either only Slightly or not at all their language

usage patterns. However, when differences did exist bet een the two

groupings in reference to these two later modes of usage,-females tended

to useSpanish slightly more often. Qnly in reference to.one type of

mass media--magazinestand newspapers--did males and females differ

markedly: females used more 'Spanish.

Situational Variation in Language Patterns

The 1973 findings clearly indicate a consistent pattern of de-

creasing use of Spanish in speaking as one moves through informal so-
.

cial Contexts of interaction with significant other ff-om the home,

through neighborhood, to out-of-class situations in school. And, the

least Spanish was used in the only formal social context included,

school classes. SiMilar progressive increases in use of English i

stead of Spanish as one moves in informal situations away from the home

and then to formal contexts can also be observed for reading and writ-,

i g patterns (Figures 7 and 8). Always, the most frequent use of

Spanish was In the context of the family and home.. Cohversely, the

least use of Spanish was always indicated to be in school classes.
0

Variations by Language Usage. Mode

The results indicate quite clearly, that most use of the Spanish

language by these respondents was in oral situations. Similar pat-
.

terns of Predominant use of Engltsh over all situations existed in

e*
reference to both 'reading and writing (see-Figures 7 and Few boyS

or girls used mostly Spanish inthese ways 4Figures 9'and 10): And,

only small' proportions used bothslanguages equally in writing and in

reading, except forefeading at home (Figures 11 and 12).

)0;.35



Figure 7. Proportiobs of Respondents Using' Mostly English in Different
'Reading Situations' in 1973, by Sex
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Figure 8 Proportions of Respondents Using Mostly English in Different
Writing Situations in 1973, by Sex
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Figure 9. Proportions of Respondents Using Mostly Spanish in Different

Reading Situations in 1973, by Sex
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Figure 10. Proportions of Respondents Using Mostly Spanish in Different
Writing Situations in 1973, by Sex
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III. PERCEIVED USE Of SPANISH BY OTHERS 1973

It is Important to know about subjets''perceptions of other peo-

plebehavior, in addition to their own,.in order'to gain an under-

standing of how their own behavioral patterns relate to theirosocialo

context. We attempted to get at this through the use of Awo'questions

eliciting their perceptions of language patterns used by twoi.groupings

of significant others (parents and friends) in informal sociaticontexts

(see APPENDIX A for replicas of the luestions- used).

Use of Spanish by .Parents (Tables 22, 23, and 24).

There are no significant 'differences between the responses of males'

and- females to any of the three items concerning their parents' lan-

guage patterns. The speaking patterns qbf parents were reported to be

largely Spa ish dominant--64% reported "mostly Spanish;"and 95 reported

"mostly Spanish" or "both" for their parents. Very few indicated

their parents used "mostly
e

English." This Spanish dominance decree

substantially'when i,t Comes to reading with only ,a nine percent differ-.

ence, as cowered with 59% above, between the "mostly Engllsh" and

"mostly Spanish" categpries, though the latter is still the larger.

Likewise, in the case of parents' writing, the difference between the

two categories is about ten percent, though'betK are a little higher,

and the "both" category is smaller.

Use of Spanish b;)Iriends (Table 25, 26, 27 and 28)

In writing letters to personal friends, both males and females

*
wereThighly Englifsh dominant, though males were more so than females..

More'males claimed "mostly Englis11," while more females claimecil "both."

,Use of "mostly Spanish!! was reported by-only.small numbers of both boys

il(1119'
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Table 22. Parents Language Pattern Used when Speaking by Se4 Of Respondent.

Language Male Female Total
Pattern,

Mostly Engkish li - , 6 . 9 ° 4 20 5

Mostly Spanish 120 68 11,9 a 60 239 64

Both . 45 26 72 36 ,,. 117 31

Total 176 1.00 200 1-00 .376 1-100

No info.' 2
1

3

X2 = 4.92 D.F. = 2

P =>..08,<.09

A

Table 23. Language Used by Parents in Reading by'Sex of Respondent.

Lahguage
Pattern

Male. Female Total
% N N

Mostly English 54 31 59 25 04 '28

Mostly p h 67 39 72 36 139 37

Both 52 30 77 39 129 35r--'
Total 173 100 199 100 372 100

No Info' 5 2 7

X2 = 3.38 D.F. = 2

P = >.10, <.20

-40-
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Table 24. Language Used by Pai-ents in Writing by Sex of Respondent:

Langmage.
Pattern

t

Male Female Total

N %. N

.Mostly English .62 36 56 28 -118 32

Mostly Spanish 74 43 81 41 155 42'

Both - 37 21 61 31 98 26

.1"ota1_: 175. 100 198 100 371 100

No Info 5 3 8

X2 = .4.84 D.F. = 2

P = >.08,<.09

1

Table 25. Language Used by Respondents' in Writing Letters to Personal-
Friends:1)y Sex.of Respondent:

Language
.Pattern

Male Female Total
N

Mostly English,

_Mostly Spanish

Both

Tota 1.

107

11

.10

84

9

7

128

11

-30f

76

6.'-

18

235

.. 22

40

297

79

7

14..

128 100 . 169 100 100

No Info 50

X2 = 6.34

32

D.F. = 2

82

P = >.01,<.05

-41-
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Table 26. Language Used by Friends in Speaking by Sex of Respondent.

Language Male d Fe ma e Total
Pattern _ N N %

Mostly English 28 16 40 20 68 18

Mostly Spanish 72 41 7 106 28

Both 76 0 43 127 63 203 54

TOtal 176 100 201 ° 100 - 377 100

No Info 2 0

oX
2
= 27.01 D.F. = 2

P =. <.001

Tab1- 27. Language Used by Friends ill Reading Outside of Class
by Sex of Respondent.

Language Male , 'Female Total
Pattern

Mostly English 124 71 123 61 247 66

Mostly Spanish 19 11 15 8 34 9

Both 31 18 63 31 94 25

Total 174 100 201 100 375 100

No Info

X2 = 9.47 D.F. = 2

P = >.001,c,01



Table 28. Language Used by Friends in Writin
by Sex of ReSpondent

, Outide of Class,
-

Language Male
Pattern

Female

a

..Total,
.11 %

Mostly English , 141 81 151 75 292 W8

Mostly Spanish 16 9 11 6 27 7

Both 17 10 39 19 56 15

Total 174 100 201 100. .375 100

No Info

=,8.01 D.F. = 2

p = >.01, .05

743-
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and girk.

There a strong'difference between males and females relative to
o

janguage spoken by friends. White the'"mostly English': category is

about the same for both sexes,°a much higher proportion of Males than

females chose the "mostly Spah'ish" category, and a much higher propor-

tion of females than males chose the ',.'both" category. So'it seems

%that the females were descrtbing their friends as less Spanish domi-

nant than the males were.

In their readiqg and writing outside class, the friends of the

o

respondents were described as clearly English dominant. Two-thirds of'

the group claimed "mostly English" reading patterns and over three-

fourths reported "mostly English" writing patterns for their friends.

There are significant sex differenqes,-however. Relative to reading,

the males choose the "mostly English" categorydmore tgan the females,

while the females choose the "both" category more than the males.

Relative to writing, the differences are wailer, but the'very same

pattern "occurred4 suggesting that the males see their friends as more

English 6minantin writing and reading than the,females do.

Summary

Quite'clearly the respondents' perceptioris of . parents' and fri'ends'.

language patterns are quite comparable to their own self- reported be-

havlor patterns. The sex differences in laAgAge usage of the respon-

dents are paralleled in their perception9 of their parents' and friends'
A

language usage. Parents are perceived as highly,4anish dominant by

both males and females, and friends of females are more English domi-

nant than friends of roles.

0047
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DISCUSSION

LIMITATIONS OF THE STUDY

It would be inappropriate to conclude without pointing to several

crucial. limitations of this data, which should be kept in mind in anal-.

-yzing it. First, it is based upon,self-report of a politically sensi-

tive and' emotionally charged phenomenon. ,Even under, the best-ofcondi-

tions, yalid:and reliable data are 'difficult. to obtain. 'Exploration
r.

oftheimethodological problems involved remain to 'be accomplished..

Second, although we have been trying to tap an ever-increasing

variety of contexts of langugage usage, our categories remain very crude.

Joshua Fishman (1971) earns us of the complex ways in which language

usage varies even within a particular setting, such as the home,'or at

school. He recommeAds,that we alert ourselves to that complexity and

take note not only of who is speaking what language to whom, but of

what variety of a particular language they are utilizing, for what par-

poses, in what specific setting within the home or the school,

with what consequences, and so on. We need to know more about the
0

"whoms" and the settings, and the when and why of switching between

English and Spanish, and aboUt the specific characteristics of the En-.

glish and. Spanish that are being used:

Finally, the crudeness of our language usage measures implies that

there would prphably have to be rather marked changes in language beha-

vior for..it to be reflected in our data. That is, all'other consi-

derations aside, chahge may be occurring, but is not reflected in

our gross response categories of "mostly English," or "mostly Spanish"

or "both."

(j04 8
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CONCLUSIONS AND IMPLICATIONS

The data in all three areas of concern have been summarized earlier

after each of the three sections of the "Findings" above; it will riot

be recapitulated here.' The major conclusions of our analysis are pre-

sented and discussed below.

Historical Change': 1967-1973

The patterned decrease in,Spanish sage observed for both males and

females, from the home setting, to tie neighborhood and 'the school, was

repeated. in 1973, but with an interesting twist. The decrease is less

dramatic in 1973 than before, with both males and females using more

Spanish with their friends outside class than in 1967. This is diffi-

cult to explain. We could speculate that the schools are simply being

less repressive about the use of Spanish, but there is no,evidence to

suggest that. Hbwever, there was much more Chicano movement activity

in the study area in 1973 than in 1967. That might haVe led-to this

finding in one of two ways: the school probably was pressured to be

less repressive about the use ofSpanish outside of class, or, regard-

less of school conditions, a heightened ethnicity might have led stu-

dents to use more Spanish. Or, this area-ter politicization might have

had another'effect while not necessarily affecting language behavior,

it might indeed have affected the way respondents chose to charac-

terize their language usage patterns on a. questionnaire. As the rhe-

toric of the movement is generally supportiveof the use of Spanish and

of its value,'students might have been influenced by ideology to over-

estimate, or in fact, to estimate mcNre accurately than in 1967, the

amount of Spanish they use at school even though,it is forbidden.

The patterned increase observed in the use of "mostly Spanish" in

-0 049.
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almost all settings for males and females may also spring from a change

in political orientations leading to a change in the way respondents

perceive their language usage patterns. We canno.esay there were no

politics in the earlier study, because there clearly were, simply dif-

ferent oneskwhich involve the devaluation of Spanish,and the stigma-

tization of it. So it is difficUlt to know which set of responses are

more "realistic,".as both have doubtless been influenced by political

ideology. More attention should be given to this phenomenon of how

language usage patterns are "characterized" as separate from what those

patterns might actually be, and the influences upon those chlracteri-'

zations.

It was noted above that the greater English dominance of girls in,

oral language usage males used "mostly Spanish" five times. as often

as females persists in 1973. Likewise the greater English dominance

of boys in use of written mass media persists in the 1,973 data as in

the 1967 data two-thirds of males claimed to use no Spanish, and over

half of the females claimed at least some. We speculated on the reason

for that difference in our earlier report on the 1967 results, suppos-

ing that it might lie with the alleged strong sex-role differentiatio n

of the Mexican American culture, with females trained to be docile and

obedient, and makes to be more independent. This socialization dif-

ference, then, might lead to females being more conforming in school,

where spoken English is a focus of great concern. That-explanation

should be broadened, however, to take into account academic perfOrmanCe

.0

differences of males and females in this society as a whole. Females

in general, probably due to dependn&Ce training, are more verbally

0050
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skilled than males (Maccobyi 1963). If that training difference and

its likely effect operate on Mexican American females in the same way

o as upon Anglo females - and there is,no reason to expett otherwise

then it might explain the greater tendency of females to read in Span-0

ish. Although about half of the males and females studied Spanish, in

school (as noted in the new "1973-only" data), the females might be

more likely to utilize their training with written Spanish due, to their

greater competence with verbal skills.

1973 Study

Oral language usage patterns were largely English dominant in class

to be expected as the language of instruction is, Engl ish.. But 06

here males used Spanish more than ferhales, and nine percent of the

total group claimed to use mostly Spanish anyway. We wondered above

how that might come to pass. It may be that students are generally

quiet in terms of speaking out before the whole class - an effective

political tool for a subordinate group, as Dumont (1972) points out

in a study of how Sioux and Cherokee children use silence to Maintain

control of the classroom. At the same time there may be substantial

whispei-ed conversation going on among students, as any school teacher

will testify, and that could well take place largely in Spanish; in

fact, there could be much good reason for i,t to be in Spanish, rather

than English for the sake of privacy.

The 1973 data indicated that although the great majority of males

and females claimed to speak, read, and write Spanish, more females

than males claimed reading, and writing skills. This explains the
0

finding that females read more magaz)nes and newspapers in Spanill than

0051
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males, observed in both 1967 and 1973, they simply have greater skill,,

and this may be due. to the general tendency for American women to have

greater verbal skill, as mentioned above. By the same token, Ogles

were more English.dominant in their letter writing than females -

learning to write Engl ish and ?eing comfortable in. it is a major goal

of the schools; and most males have accomplished it. But Spanish writ-,

ing receivesAnuch, muchness attention, and so not a's many have accom-

plished it. But if females are more verbally skilled,. and'more intent

on success in school, they may be generally dominating .that skill .

writing in Spanish in'spite of the scanty attention,it receives.

The perceived language usage pbtierns of parents and friends close-

ly paralleled those- reported by the respondents for themselves. Thus,

these Mexican American youth see themselves to be in harmony with their

contexts of interaction, using more or less Spanish in accordance With

situational norms for language use they perceive. If this, inference

is valid, then it lfollows that dif rent role definitions

involved in the status sets of these Mexican American youth have aS

elements varying specifications for the appropriateness of use of

Spanish. For stance, most of these youth are probably expected by

the family to use only or mostly Spanish in speaking to their parents,

while at the other extreme, their teachers probably hold risiaexpecta-

Lions for them to use only English in addressing:the class or the tea-

chers in the school classroom.
.

In closing,.we would like to point out the need for more refined

and. extensive study of the language patterns'of Mexican American youth

than is represented by this investigation. As we have noted earlier
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In our review of literature and analysis, much remains to be done in

resolving basic methodological-questions about how best to 'obtain

valid and reliable.data in this sensitive area of research, and, in

obtaining comparable data across a wider spectrum of population types

(i. e. age groups and regions), 6 evaluate the scope of general patterns

derived from the few and limi-ted studies carried out on this subject so

far.



FOOTNOTES

1 A detailed discussion of observations about historical change in
the study area and the schools located within it is -presented in
Kuvlesky and Monk (1975: ARPE*IX D). It should be.noted that ag-
gregate census data used to determine historical' change in the
selected study counties were obtained from 1960. and 1970 U. S. cen-
sus reports this time lapse does not parallel the actual time lapse
of the study (1967-1973) very well.

it should be-noted_here that the_schood enrol Imentscacross theaci,
tuaCstudy period (1961-1973) did not reflect' an increase in propor-
tion ,of Mexican American students; in fact, they demonstrated a
slight trend to the converse (see APPENDIX B, Table 1). This may be
due to the difference in the time frames between the 1960-1970 cen-
sus data comparison and 'the actual- study period.

3 This trend.is probably a reflection of the more general. improvement
in economic conditions across the U. S. during the late sixties..
Pt shduld not be interpreted to. mean that the respondents' families
had generally achieved dramatic or long- lasting improvements' in
their life situations. A'moreaccurate judgement would be that the
general status of these families changed little in a relative sense.
over the time period examined.

CC+

Mike 'Miller informally interviewed administrators, counselors, and.
students in the study area and, also, specifically looked for
availability of Spanish language readirtg materials.

5 While t'hisvas a slight trend, it, does not fit well with the obser-
-

.vation that the general ocoupational and economic statuses of Mexican
Americans improved from 1.960 to 1970 in the.study area. The most
likely explanation of this apparent incongruence is the difference
in the historical time-frame involved in the census vs. the actual
study data. N

0 .

6 The one exception to this general statement' iVthat for the El Pasa
youth, females tended to use Spanish slightly more frequently than
males, while the South Texas respondents,demonstrated a_con,verselo
pattern.

*7 The no. esponse rateto the questions on writing Spanish and. read-
nq'Spanish in various situations were relatively high, as compared

with .a very low rate in reference to speaki4 it (see Tables 12
through 19). This may indicate.a hesitancy for some respondents to
indicate their lack of full ability to utilize their native language.
Probably many of those who indicated they could read and write Span-
ish have very limited capabilities to do so. This is an area that,
will require considerable methodological effort if it is to be re-,
searched adequately.

A
0

-51-
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APPENDICES

APPENDIX A: LANGUAGE USE-INSTRUMENTS

Those items with a (*) were used only in the 1973 surveys.

30. a) Do you speak Spanish? (Circle one number.)

1 Yes 2 No

If youanswered yes, you do speak Spanish, answer the following.

b) What language do ..you usually use when speaking with your parents?
(Circle one number.)

1 English Spanish 3 About the same .

amount of both

0c) What language do you usually use When talking with your close
friends in your neighborhood? (Circle one number.)

1 English 2 Spanish 3 About the same
amount of both

d) What language do you'usually'use when speaking with your close
school friends'outside of class? (Circle one number.)

1 English 2 Spanish About the same
amount of both

O

(e)* What language do you use in speaking in most classes in school!? (Circle

2 Spanish 3 About the same
amount of both

one number.)

1. English

31. How many of the radio programs you listen to are broadcast in Spanish ?.
(Circle onetnumber.)

4

None' 2 Some *.3° More-than-half 4 All

.32-* How many of the TV programs ydu watch are broadcast in Spanish?
1.. None 2. Some 3. More - than -half 4. All

' 33. How many of the magazines and newspapers which you read are in Spanish?'
(Circle one number)

1. None 2. Some 3. More-than-half 4. All



We would likq to find out some things about your use of Spanish and English
In rending and writing. Please answer the fullowing questions for us.

35.* Can you read Spanish? (Circle one number)
O

1

1. yes 2. no

If yes, answer

(1) In reading

1. Mostly

(2) In reading

1. Mostly

(31 In reading

i. -Mostly

(4) In reading

1. Mostly

the followihg:

at home do you read? (Circle one number.)

English
. 2. Mostly-Spanish '3. About the same

amount of both

in most classes at school do you read? (Circle one number.)

English 2. Mostly Spanish 3. About the same
amount of both

in school outside of classes do you read? (Circle one number)
o

English , -2. Mostly Spanish 3. About the same
amount of both

on the lot do you read? (Circle one number.)

English 2. Mostly Spanish '3. About the same
amount of both

. 4. Never employed

36.* Cah you write in Spanish? (Circle one number.)

1. yes 2.s no
o

If yes, answer theJollowing:

(1) Language used in writing at home? (Circle one number)

1. Mostly English 2. Mostly Spanish 3. About the same
amount of both

(;) Language used in writing in most classes at school? (Circle one number.)

'1. Mostly English 2. Mostly Spanish. . "3. About the same
amount of both

(3) Lahguage used in writing at school, outside of classes? (Circle one number)

1. Mostly English

(4) Language used in writing

1.. Mostly English
4. Never Employed

(5) Language-used in writing

1. Mostly English

2. Mostly Spanish 3. About the same
amount of both

on (Circle One number)

2. Mostly Spanish 3. About the same
amount of both

letters to personal friends? (Cirele one number)

2. Mostly Spanish 3. Abollr the sauce
amount of both

1105 7
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.;

We would like to know something about the langu'age used by your family and

friends. Pleas,e answer the following questions.

k
Which pattern of language use best describes Tour close friends generally

in terms of each of the following uses of language:

1. Speaking

2. Writing (Outside of Class)

3. Reading (Outside of Class)

Mostly Mostly Same Amount

Spanish English of Both

38 *. Which pattern of language use best desdribes your parents:

1. Speaking

2. Writing

3. Reading

26.* Have you takena Spanish course in school? (Circle one number.)

1. Yes 2. No

APPENDIX B: SUPPLEMENTARY DATA

efl

Table 1. HighSchool Sophomores Interviewed An Rdral South Texas Study
area in 1967 and 1973 by Ethnioity and Sex.

Ethnicity
1967 ' 1973

,Male Female Total Male Female Total"

Mexican American 169 0172 341 178 201 379

Anglo 4 9 13 15 15 30

Other 0 0 0 5 2 7

' Total 173 ' 181 3511. 198 218 .416

...,

No Response 3

)058



I. FUNCTIONAL USE OF SPANISH AMONG RESPONDENTS BY SEX

Table 2. Do You Speak Spanish?,

Male Female
N .N

Total .
N

Yes 175 98 200 100 375 99
No 3. 2 1 0 4 1

Total A 178 100, 201 'lob 379 100

Table 3.

x
2
= 1.28 D.F.

P >.25, <.26

Can You Read Spanish?

Malt Female Total
N 4 N % T'L-- ---7

.._

Yes 142 , 80 6 88 318 84

No 36 20 25 12

Total 178 100 201 100

61 16

379 too

2
)(7 = 4.24

P =

Table 4 .Can You Write Spanish?

D.F. = 1

.01, <.05

Male Female
N %

Total
N

Yes 120._ . 69 165 82, 285 76

No 54 31 36 18 90 24

Total 174 100 201 100 375 100

No Info 4

8.81 D.F. = 1

P .001, <.01


